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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than, one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
obvious over Vrba (6,168,621). Vrba, in col. 3, lines 10-11, 
for example, discloses a substantially self-expandable first 
"section " 32 or " 34" an~d™~a~ bal-loon^expandable second section- - 30 - - 
which is inherently capable of being deployed in a receiving 
stent. The balloon-expandable second section is inherently less 
compressible than the self-expandable first section since 
balloon-expandable stents are more rigid and less resilient than 
self-expandable stents. Alternatively, it would have been 
obvious that the balloon-expandable second section is less 
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compressible than the self-expandable first section for this 
reason. 

Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vrba (6, 168,621) in view of Pavcnik et al. 
(6, 325, 819). As to claim 15, Vrba fails to disclose the 
balloon-expandable section being constructed of stainless steel. 
However, Pavcnik et al. teach that a balloon-expandable stent 
should be constructed of stainless steel (col. 5, lines 30-32) 
apparently in order to obtain the advantage of making the stent 
strong. It would have been obvious to use stainless steel as 
the material for the Vrba balloon-expandable section so that it 
too would have- this advantage. As to claim 16, Vrba fails to 
disclose a vessel engagement member. However, Pavcnik et al. 
teach that a stent should include vessel engagement members 
(barbs) in order to obtain the advantage of anchoring the stent 
in the vascular wall (col. 6, lines 57-59). It would have been 
obvious to include vessel engagement members (barbs) in the Vrba 
stent so that it too would have this advantage. As to claim 17, 
Vrba fails to disclose a graft cover. However, Pavcnik et al. 
teach that a stent should include a graft cover in order to 
obtain the advantage of blocking blood flow through the wall of 
the stent (col. 5, lines 13-21) . It would have been obvious to 
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include a graft cover on the Vrba stent so that it too would 
have this advantage. 

Claims 1, 5-7, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Vrba (6,168, 621) in view of Swanick 
et al. (2003/0114923). Vrba, in col. 3, lines 10-11, discloses 
a trunk region 30 having balloon-expandable second section and a 
self-expanding branch (e.g. 32). Vrba fails to disclose the 
trunk region as having a self -expanding section. However, 
Swanick et al. teach that the diameter of the legs 34, 36 of a 
vascular prosthesis can differ (lines 7-9 of [0029]) apparently 
in order to obtain the advantage of more closely matching the 
diameters of blood vessels. It would have been obvious to make 
branch (e.g. 34) of Vrba larger in diameter as compared to 
branch 32 so that it too would have this advantage. With this 
modification, the members 30 and 34 of Vrba together may be 
considered to be a "trunk region'' since this region is larger in 
diameter along its entire length as compared to the branch 32. 
Thus, the Vrba trunk region would include a self -expanding 
section (the enlarged member 34) as claimed. As to claim 6, 
Vrba fails to disclose a crimping member. However, it is old 
and well known in this art to use crimping members to secure 
prosthesis sections together since they provide a strong 
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attachment. It would have been obvious to include a crimping 
member in the Vrba stent so that too would have this advantage. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vrba (6,168,621) in view of Swanick et al. 
(2003/0114923) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Cardon. et al. (5, 383, 892). Vrba fails to disclose the 
balloon-expandable section as including a plurality of 
interconnected members and fails to disclose the self-expanding 
section a being braided. However, Vrba teaches that the parts 
of the stent may be formed in accordance with any of the known 
stents (col. 2, lines 2-6) . Further, Cardon et al. teach that a 
balloon-expandable section 1 should include a plurality of 
interconnected members and that a self-expanding section 2 
(noting that this section is self expanding as indicated in col. 
1, lines 45-47) should be braided. It would have been obvious 
to so construct the Vrba balloon-expandable section and self- 
expanding section for this reason. 

Claims 8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Vrba (6, 168, 621) in view of Swanick et 
al. (2003/0114923) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Pavcnik et al. (6, 325, 819). As to claim 8, Vrba fails 
to disclose the balloon-expandable section being constructed of 
stainless steel. However, Pavcnik et al. teach that a balloon- 
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expandable stent should be constructed of stainless steel (col. 
5, lines 30-32) apparently in order to obtain the advantage of 
making the stent strong. It would have been obvious to use 
stainless steel as the material for the Vrba balloon-expandable 
section so that it too would have this advantage. As to claim 
11, Vrba fails to disclose a vessel engagement member. However, 
Pavcnik et al. teach that a stent should include vessel 
engagement members (barbs) in order to obtain the advantage of 
anchoring the stent in the vascular wall (col. 6, lines 57-59) . 
It would have been obvious to include vessel engagement members 
(barbs) in the Vrba stent so that it too would have this 
advantage. As to claim 12, Vrba fails to disclose a graft 
cover. However, Pavcnik et al. teach that a stent should 
include a graft cover in order to obtain the advantage of 
blocking blood flow through the wall of the stent (col. 5, lines 
13-21) . It would have been obvious to include a graft cover on 
the Vrba stent so that it too would have this advantage. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Thaler whose telephone number is (571)272-4704. The examiner 
can normally be reached Monday to Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Anhtuan T. Nguyen can 
be reached on (571)272-4963. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571)273-8300. 
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